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loroughly, and that he would in that case be most reluctantly -iven "to the disclosure of circumstances which he should :herwise think it his duty to conceal." The House quivered ith excitement at the untactful utterance—one of Pitt's few istakes in Parliament. Sheridan, with his usual skill and uing, took up the challenge and virtually defied Pitt to do his orst. Pitt thereupon declared that he referred solely to ;cuniary matters.
Everyone, however, knew that the Fitzherbert question was ally at stake; and the general dislike to any discussion, even i the debts, was voiced by the heavy Devonshire squire, who as to find immortality in the " Rolliad." Rollc asserted on 'th April that any such debate would affect the constitution >th in Church and State. Undaunted by Sheridan's salvos of it, he stuck to his guns, with the result that on the $oth Fox •ed off a seemingly crushing discharge. As Sheridan had de-ared that the Prince in no wise shrank from the fullest inquiry, ic Whig chieftain now solemnly assured the House that the ported marriage with Mrs. Fitxherbert was a low and malicious ilumny. When the tenacious Devonian plied him with the ial inquiry whether he spoke from direct authority, Fox replied ith the utmost emphasis that he did.
We now know that Fox had been cruelly deceived by the n'nce. But in that age the assertion of Fox was considered as most final, save by those who marked the lofty scorn poured ? Mrs. Fitzherbert on her unwitting traducer. In Parliament ic victory lay with the Prince; but even there Rolle firmly tfused to comply with Sheridan's challenging request and iclare himself satisfied. To the outside world it was clear that ther the heir to the throne or Fox had Hed.
The letters of George III to Pitt in May 1787 and Pitt's sug->stlons for a settlement of the dispute, show that the perturbed ionarch placed absolute confidence in his Minister, Very note-orthy is the King's assertion that there could be no reconcilia-on until his son consented to marry and to retrench his <penditure. His letter of 2oth May 1787 to Pitt further proves lat the proposal to add ^10,000 to the Prince's income eman-;cd from Pitt, and was acquiesced in somewhat reluctantly by ic King.1
( This letter refutes the statement of Huish (0/5. ct't., i, [69} that Pitt was , pertinacious as the King In refusing to help the Prince. I                                                DDinnrni In the (Iclmlcs nf aoih, 3.|th, intcl 2;ib April i?H?. TlirrmjHin Pill clearly hinled thai Ihr int|iiiry, if ni.idr at all, rnu-a IK- inadf
